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lOTRODaCTION 



Tills reporb is a summary of the data collected by the ETV Branch during 
the 1966-67 school year in its School Canvas for Overall Project Evaluation 

(SCOPE) survey. 

Information for this report was collected by personal visits by the ETV 
staff (and some follow-up questionnaires) to lU7 schools in the Honolulu^ 
Central, Leeward, Windward, and Maui Districts . This survey covered every 
public school in the five districts with the foU.owing exceptions: seven 
special schools j new schools idiich were not equipped for television 
reception at the beginning of the 1966-67 school year; and five schools 
in geographic areas ^diere ETV reception was not possible during 1966-67 
(W&ialua, Waialua Hi^, Haleiwa, Hana, and Keanae) . (Althou^ some schools 
on the Big Island and on Kauai made some use of School TV during 1966-67, 
no attempt was made to include them in this SCOPE survey.) 

For the most part, data for this report were collected during November 
and December, 1966, and January, 1967. However, information ^om a few 
schools was not finally collected and compiled until June, 1967 . Therefore, 
this report generally reflects the status of ETV usage near the end of 
the first semester. 

Information for this report was obtained during a personal interview 
(usually 60 to 90 minutes long) with the princj.pal and ETV coordinator at 
each school. The Appendix includes a copy of the five-pge "interviewer 
questionnaire" ihich was used by the ETV staff members in conducting these 
interviews . 

For the purposes of this survey, the following classification of schools 
was used: "elementary schools" encompassed all schools which included^ 
any elementary grades (e.g., elementary-intermediate and elementary-hi^ 
school): "intermediate schools" referred to those idiich started at grades 
7 or 8 (including intermediate-high school); and "high schools" included 
only those which were exclusively senior high schools. To use any other 
breakdown would inflate the reported usage of School TV at the secondary 
level. 

It should be noted that not all data included on the SCOIE i^erviewer 
questionnaires have been tabulated and reported. Some q^stions proved 
to be redundant, the replies to some items were too incomplete. 

In general the enclosed tables report only raw data. A few anal^es and 
compaidsons have been included. But many more detailed and sophisticated 
compGud.sons h t¥ ^ results could be drawn from these data . An objective 
evaluation of this SCOPE survey mi^t reveal that more information was 
collected than could be effectively assimilated and analyzed within a 
limited period of time. However, much of this information me;/’ prove to 
be of value in the future. 

It must also be stressed that some of the information collected is less 
than 100 percent accurate. Some of the replies to individual questions 
were obtained without adequate time to collect accurate data and re-check 
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figures; approximations were given in a few instances* Some of these 
instances are pointed out in the following discussion— idiere the ETV 
Branch has been able to verify and compare information ^om its own 
records* However, for the most part, the results of this survey can be 
accepted as a fairly reliable report on the extent of usage and as an 
indication of utilization during the first yeai’ of in-school telecasting 
over the Hawaii Educational Television Network* 




SECTION I 



QUANTITY OF USAGE OF EPV IN HAWAII PUBLIC SCH00I5 



The first section of this report is concerned with the actual amour t of 
usage of ETV in the pujblic schools*~*"the extent to which classroom teachers 
integrated School TV into their regular instructional programs. 

In Table 1, the total usage for each of the twelve in-school series has 
been tabulated~by districts. The total of 3>l53 classes, of course,^ 
represents many duplications, i.e., one class using more than one senes. 
The figure of 3>l53 is ‘Uie total number of class uses of television* We 
are using the term "class-series units" to represent this total number 
of class uses . A class-series unit equals one class viewin g one series. 

Therefore, if one class watches three series, this is equal to three 
class-series units. Similarly, two classes viewing the same series equals 
two class-series units. 



TABLE 1 

CLASSES USING IN-SCHOOL EPV SEEOES— BY DISTRICT 



Series 



Honolulu Central Leeward Windward Maui 



Total 



Talking Time 
All About You 
Singing, Listening, Doing 
Wonderful World of Science 
Ka Lima Hana 
Parlons Frsincais 
Strings and Things 
Hawaii: Today & Yesterday 
Americans All 
Hana No*Eau 
Space Age Science 
Franklin to Frost 



Total 



271 


126 


115 


62 


71 


6U5 


128 


55 


56 


h7 


U2 


328 


163 


76 


63 


29 


52 


383 


125 


6k 


5U 


32 


k2 


317 


123 


5U 


37 


32 


kk 


290 


33 


12 


2 


10 


5 


62 


117 


h2 


28 


18 


l8 


223 




59 


50 


52 


la 


360 


90 


55 


28 


32 


3k 


239 


86 


h6 


20 


21 


17 


190 


25 


19 


7 


13 


31 


95 


6 


1 


1 


2 


11 


21 


1.325 


609 


h6l 


350 


U08 


3,153 



Table 2 breaks down the same total of 3,153 class-series units by ^ade 
level. For the purposes of this tabulation, all combined classes (1-2, 3*4, 
|5-6, etc.) were avwaged and added to individual ^ade levels; e.g., if 
four 3-U classes reported using a given series, this was tabulated as two 
third grade classes and two fourth ^ade classes. Under "non-graded" we 
have placed all classes so labeled, as well as those that had designated 






three or more grade levels, as one class (e.g., 1-3, 

cateeory includes all mentally retarded and academically gifted ^oups, as 
oShers designated; as "special." The 
olas^eries units for i*ich grade levels were "not indicated. 

Two results are apparent from Table 2: (l) The intended emftosis at tto 

el«iientary level was fairly evenly wito eve^ level 

having over 3CX) classes involved in School Television. 
widterange of grade levels using each series, with 

^^d^some extent by at least four grade levels. But the h®®^f 
usage for each course was at the grade level for which the series was 

primarily designed. 

Data for Tables 1-3 were collected from Questicn D on the SCOPE interviewer 
questionnaire . 

The total number of students viewing each sel*ies--indicated in ^®J^® 

was obtained by multitdying the total number of classes using each se^es 

by the approximate number of students in each class. The 

tLcher ^ios for the grade levels were based upon statistics furnished by 

the Office of Research. 

As with the figures indicating "class-series units," it should be PO^t^ 
out that the t^l of 82,39U equals the numter of student |se| 

TV. This number is hi^er than the total of students actually using 

television. 

Thft dr.ta for Tables U to 7 were based upon replies to Question K-1. 

total of 2,303 indicated in Table h represents the actual number of tochers 

who were involved in utilizing ETV in their instructional programs during 

1966-67. 

The figure of 60,U62 students represents the actual number of students 

^ SU P^ of their regulS instruction ftom 

The totals for each grade level, by dis-^ot, were ***®^*^“i , 

average class sizes furnished by the Office of Keeewch. 

reflerts no duplication of student usesj cmupare Table 5 with Table 3. 

Table 6 compares the number of teachers us^ Sctool 
the total number of teachers at each school level 
total number of teachers in each category was obtained ftom 
provided by the principal of each school} 

total number of teachers reported by the llj7 yividi»l^ ’ 

another 97 teachers are accounted for by the five schools Mt ^luded 
s^ey (see Introduction); this would equal a reported 
< 3U5 teachers. The Office cf Research reports that there were a total 
of $,3U8 teachers on Oahu and Haui in March, 1967. 

The result, apparent in Table 6, is that a to^ ItU percent 

^tK^^ at all leV^s used School T7 In their instractional^programs 
last year. A 1966-67 nationwide survey by tLe National Center for School 
and College Television revealed that the n^i^l averse 
television (in comparable areas where a good ETV signal was available) 
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TABLE 3 

NtJlfBER OF STUDENTS VIEWINB EACH IN-SCHOOL ETV SERIES 



Series 


Number of Number of 

Classes Students 


Talking Time 
All About You 
Singing, Listening, DodJig 
Wonderful World of Science 
Ka Lima Hana 
Parlons Francais 
Stzdngs and Things 
Hawaii: Today & Yesterday 
Americans All 
Hana No’Eau 
Space Age Science 
Franklin to Frost 


6U5 16,770 

328 8,528 

383 9.958 

317 8,2U2 

290 7,5UO 

62 1,612 

223 5,798 

360 9,5UO 

239 6,334 

190 4,940 

95 2,565 

21 567 


Total 


3,153 82,394 



TABLE ii 

TOTAL NUMBER OF TEACHERS USINO ETV 
IN THEIR INSTRUCTIONAL FROORAMS 



District 


Elementary 


Intermediate 


High School 


Total 


Honolulu 


905 




17 


981 


Central 


430 


IS 


• • 


liU^ 


Leeward 


336 


8 


ii 


3li8 


Windward 


247 


11 


23 


281 


Maui 


233 


• • 

1 


IS 


2ii8 


Total 


2,151 


93 


S9 


2,303 
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TABLE $ 

TOTAL NUMBER OP STUDEOTS USING ETV 
IN INSTRUCTIONAL PROGRAMS 



District 


ELementary 


Intermediate 


Hi^ School 


Total 


Honolulu 


23,3U9 


1,676 


U66 


25,U91 


Central 


U,9SU 


UlU 


0 


12,368 


Leeward 


9,072 


210 


109 


9,391 


Windward 


6,521 


312 




7,U17 


Maui 


5,U29 


0 


366 


5,795 


Total 


56,325 


2,612 


1,^2^ 


60,U62 



was 19 percent. Therefore, the usage of television in Hawaii public 
schools is more than double the national average*. 



TABLE 6 

TOTAL NUMBER OF TEACHERS IN ETV COVERAGE AREA AND PERCENTAGES 
USING TELEVISION IN THEIR CLASSROOMS 





itiS^iirrii 
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TABLE 6"«-Contimied 





Honolulu 


Central 


Leeward 


Windward 


Maui 


Total 

Composite 

Percentage 


Hidi School 

Number of Teachers 
Teachers Using TV 
Percentage of Teachers 
Using TV 


U72 

17 

h% 


209 

0 

ojg 


191 

U 

2 % 


137 

23 

175^ 


123 

15 

12 % 


1,132 

59 

$% 


Total 

Total Teachers 
Total Teachers Using TV 
Composite Percentage of 
Teachers Using TV 


2,037 

p8l 

hQ% 


1,00U 

hh^ 

hh% 


877 

3U8 

hO% 


OH cvi 

CO CO 
CO CM 


U50 

m 

555^ 


5,2U8 

2,303 



In Table ?• the 3,l53 class-series units have been analyzed in relation to 

the total number of teachers and the total numbw of teasers 

From these data it can be seen that .6 in-school ETV serxes were used, 

the average, for every teacher on Oahu and Maui. *^® 

using television, each teacher used an average of 1.37 in-school series. 



TABLE 7 



AVERAGE ETV USAGE AMOilG ALL CLASSROCM TEACHERS 
AND AMONG ONLY TEACHERS USING TELEVISION 
IN THEIR CLASSROOMS 




SECTION II 



REUTED UTIIIZATION PATTERNS AND CONCERNS 



In this , report the term "usage” is used as a measure of quantity— the 
number of teachers using television. The term "utilization" is used as 
an indication of quality — the degree of effectiveness of the use of 
television in the classroom. It is^ of course ^ much easier to measure 
the quantity of usage than it is to measure the quality of utilization. 

One indication of the level of utilization is given in Table 8. These 
data are from Question E>2 on the SCOPE interviewer quest ionnaire^ idiich 
indicates the viewing conditions under vdiich television is used in the 
classrooms . 

The basic assumption underlying this question is that the most ideal 
viewing and utilization pattern is where the class remains in its own 
classroom and views the telelesson as a single' class. Whenever the class 
is moved or wherever classes are doubled up to view a lesson^ potential 
disi^pbions in the leaz*ning situation are introduced. As shown in 
Table 8, only 1,005 classes out of the 3,05U class-series units reported — 
less than one-third of those replying— indicated a situation idiere the 
class remained in its own clarsroom without doubling up with another 
class. 

Table 9 is an indication of early reactions to the twelve in-school series 
offered during 1966-6?. A more detailed report, based upon an analysis 
of the individual telelesson evaluation sheets turned in by classroom 
teachers for each series, is being prepared. 

The replies tabulated in Tables 10 and 11 are difficult to analyze and 
catalog. There was little consistency in the replies received as the 
questions from idiich the information was derived (Questions H and J in 
the SCOPE forms) were open-ended. Many schools did not reply at all, 
idiile others gave multiple responses. There is no way to equitably 
assign wei^ts to the various replies. These two tables are just attempts 
to categorize the responses by subject areas. A further tabulation of 
total responses in each academic area (e.g., l68 responses in Language 
Arts) may be a stronger indication of programming needs. 

Table 12 presents an interesting check on the reliability of some of the 
information obtained in the SCOPE siarvey. Respondents reported that a 
total of approximately 2, TOO classroom teachers* guides were accounted 
for in the schools. Actually a total of 1^,100 guides had be^ printed 
and/or purchased by the beginning of the school year. Excluding those 
copies sent to state and district offices, private schools, Kauai, other 
individuals, and reserved for supplemental distribution, approximately 
3,000 to 3,200 copies should have been in the schools surveyed. It is 
interesting to compare, however, the number of guides on hand (Table 12) 
with the number of classes using each series (Table l) . 
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table: 8 

UTILEZATION PATTERNS: TYPES OF VIEWING CONDITIONS REPORTED 



10 



Pattern 


Honolulu 


Central 


Leeward 


Windward 


Maui 


Total 


Regular Classroom 


U 39 


202 


112 


132 


120 


1,005 


Doubled into 
Classroom 


370 


270 


316 


88 


171 


1,215 


Expanded Large- 
Group Classroom 


7 


38 


19 


17 


37 


118 


Other Viewing (single 
Classroom class) 


90 


39 


1 


59 


10 


199 


Cafetorium: Single 
Class 


h 9 


12 


• • 


• a 


11 


72 


Cafetorium: Multiple 
Classes 


227 


10 


12 


10 


hh 


303 


AV Room: Single 
Class 


6 


15 


• • 


3 


• • 


2 U 


AV Room: Multiple 
Classes 


6 k 




• • 


10 


2 


81 


Other 


8 


k 


• • 


13 


12 


37 


Total 


1,260 


$9$ 


1^60 


331 


U07 


3 , 05 U 



Schools were also asked to indicate the number of guides ths 7 would need 
for 1967-68 (Question G on the SCOPE form) . These replies are indicated 

in Table 13 . 

Table ih compares the estimated need for 1967-68 guides made by each school 
in December or January with actual orders and deliveries subsequently made. 
At the time of the SCOPE survey, schools indicated they would need a total 
of guides for the current school year. This figure includes bo^ 

revised copies of local guides (idiich were completely reprinted and dist^- 
buted) and additional needed copies of mainland guides. However, in April, 
1967, a total of 6,727 copies were ordered (this figure also includes 
schools on TCaiyti and Hawaii). But by September, 1967, additio^l orders 
had increased the total number of guides delivered to schools (for eleven 
series— Parlons Francals having been deleted from the schedule) to 7 , 281 . 
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TABLE 9 

INITIAL EVALUATION OP TWELVE IN-SGHOOL SERIES 



Series 


Excel- 

lent 


Very 

Good 


Good 


Fair 


Poor 


Total 

Replies 


Talking Time 


ill 


85 


82 


h 2 


1 


251 


All About Tou 


I48 


63 


Wi 


8 


• • 


163 


Singing, Listening, Doing 


28 


79 


55 


16 


• • 


178 


Wonderful World of Science 


30 


56 


62 


17 


6 


171 


Ka Lima Hana 


11 


50 


58 


12 


6 


137 


Parlons Prancais 


13 


8 


15 


• • 


• • 


36 


Strings and Things 


3U 


U6 


38 


5 


• • 


123 


Hawaii: Today & Yesterday 


29 


li9 


66 


22 


6 


172 


Americans All 


17 


37 


ill 


19 


2 


116 


Hana No'Eau 


12 


3 h 


la 


18 


h 


109 


Space Age Science 


9 


18 


11 


2 


1 


la 


Pranklin to Prost 


3 


6 


6 


• • 


• • 


15 


Total 


275 


531 


519 


161 


26 


1,512 



(Includixig guides for the additional series added to the broadcast schedule 
for 1967 - 68 , a total of over 11.500 classroom teachers' guides had been 
distributed by September, 1967'.) 
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TABLE 10 

SUBJECT AREA !KUS FOR IN-SGHOOL mOORAMKEIXi 



Subject Area 


Elementary 


Intermediate 


Hifi^ School 


Total 


Science 


15U 


Ih 


6 


i7li 


Mathematics 


73 


11 


3 


87 


Social Studies (General) 


83 


19 


7 


109 


History 


2 


• • 


3 


5 


Senior Problems 


• • 


• • 


2 


2 


Language Az*ts/EnglLdh (General) 


^3 


19 


ii 


76 


Reading 


10 


ii 


3 


17 


Literature 


8 


k 


3 


15 


Speech 


2h 


6 


2 


32 


Dramatics 


2U 


3 


1 


28 


Library Skills 


1 


• • 


• • 


1 


Foreign Languages 


8 


1 


1 


10 


Art 


59 


3 


1 


63 


Music 


55 


2 


• • 


57 


FE/Health 


iOi 


5 


• • 


li9 


Industrial Arts 


2 


2 


3 


7 


Home Economics 


•a. • 


1. 


1 


2 


Business Educatlcn 


2 


• • 


2 


ii 


Agriculture 


• • 


• • 


1 


1 


Driver Training 


• • 


• • 


1 


1 


Guidance 


2 


• • 


• • 


2 


Total 


6tik 


9h 


lib 


7b2 






<5 . 

ERIC 



imiii 
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TABLE XL 

IN-SERVICE PROGRAMMING NEEDS 





ykii 






i 

,j 







TABLE 12 

I 

TOTAL NUMBER OF CLASSROOM TEACHERS* GUIDES REPORTED ON HAND 



Guide 



Talking Time 
All About You 
Singing, Listening, Doing 
Wonderful World of Science 
Ka Lima Hana 
Parlons Francais 
Strings and Things 
Hawaii: Today & Yesterday 
Americans All 
Hana No*Eau 
Space Age Science 
Franklin to Frost 



Total 



Honolulu 


Central 


Leeward 


Windward 


Maui 


1^6 


$9 


6U 


34 


35 


131 




37 


28 


ko 


89 


51 


29 


31 


33 


133 


57 


U5 


33 


U3 


13 h 


53 


38 


32 


35 


W 


15 


9 


27 


32 


98 


37 


36 


30 


35 


9 $ 


hi 


30 


29 


39 


no 


hh 


25 


36 


37 


9 $ 


U 2 


3U 


31 


UO 


2 h 


17 


6 




30 


7 


5 


h 


8 


10 


l,n7 


U 82 


357 


333 


U09 



Total 



3U8 

291 
233 
311 

292 
128 
236 
2U0 
2^2 
2 U 2 

91 

3U 



2,698 



TABLE 13 

TOTAL NUMBER OF CIASSROCM TEACHERS’ GUIDES 
needed FOR 1967-68 



Guide 



Talking Time 
All About You 
Singing, Listening, Doing 
Wonderful World of Science 
Ka Lima Hana 
Parlons Francais 
Strings and Things 
Hawaii: Today & Yesterday 
Americans All 
Hana No'Eau 
Space Age Science 
Franklin to Frost 



Total 



Honolulu 


Central 


Leeward 


Windward 


Maui 


260 


125 


162 


61 


59 


186 


88 


U9 


68 


62 


20U 


n6 


12U 


58 


62 


I7U 


71 


n3 


6U 


68 


161 


8U 


99 


60 


57 


72 


25 


U8 


h 3 


U6 


183 


90 


107 


62 


61 


200 


85 


93 


69 


69 


15U 


Ih 


95 


69 


68 


1^1 


63 


81 


60 


66 


67 


27 


19 


UO 


57 


32 


6 


h 


2U 


26 


1,81*U 


85U 


l,06U 


678 


701 



Total 



667 

^23 

$ 6 k 

h 90 

U 6 l 

23 U 

^03 

^16 

U60 

U21 

210 

92 






TABLE lit 



.11 A 1 1 ,. II j jij j j iij 
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COMPARISON OF QCAMTITIES OF GUIDES 
REQUESTED AND ACTUALLY ORDHIED 



Guide 


Number Requested 
in SCOPE Survey 
(Dec. *66) 


Number Ordered 
to April, 1967 


Number Actually 
Delivered by 
9/67 


Talking Time 


667 


1,003 


1,036 


All About You 


523 


U86 * 


589 


Singings Listening^ Doing 


56U 


508 * 


59U 


Wonderful World of Science 


U90 


727 


752 


Ka lima Hana 


U6l 


7 U 1 


786 


Parlons Francais 


23k 


• • 


• • 


Strings and Things 


503 


709 


771 


Hawaii: Today & Yesterday 


5i6 


818 


866 


Americans All 


U60 


lt29 * 


U91 


Hana No'Eau 


ii21 


657 


682 


Space Age Science 


210 


36U * 


Un 


Franld.in to Frost 


92 


285 * 


303 


Total 


5,Hti 


6,727 


7,281 



* Indicates waTniA nd series for which only additional guides were 
ordered. 



SECTION in 

preparation and experience of teachers and coordinators 



A substantial portion of the SCOPE survey (Questions K , 

several sub-questions) was devoted to ascertaining the ^ 

experience of classroom teachers using School TV, ac^emic training m 
^ia utilization, and the status of school BTV coordinators. 

Table 15 indicates that (as would be expected) only a han^ of 
(presumably those who had recently come ffom the mainland) had had pre 
eJ^rience utilizing BTV in their classrooms . 



TABLE 15 



number OF TEACHERS WHO HAVE USED TELEVISION HIBVIOUSLY 




Table l6 indicates, however, that a total of 916 teachers (out of the 
2 303 who were using ETV in 1966-6?) had received some training or in- 
service education in the utilization of media. 



TABLE 16 



MEDIA UTILIZATION TRAINING OF CLASSROCM TEACHERS 
USING ETV: TOTAL NUMBER 




16 



17 



Analyzing "th© liype of in-service 'training and educa'tion in media utiliza- 
tion that teachers reported. Table 17 indicates -that 'the largest academic 
media course taken by teachers using tele'vision is the basic audio-vxsual 
course offered by the University of Hawaii; the largest source ^ in- 
service education specifically dealing with utilization of television was 
the Teaching with Television series offered over Channel 11. No totals 
(vertically^ are indicated because many teachers participate 
than one form of pre-service or in-service education in media utilization. 



TABLE 17 

MEDIA UTILIZATION TRAINING OF CLASSROOM TEACHERS 
USING BTV: CATEGORY OF TRAINING 





Honolulu 


Central 


Leeward 


Windward 


Maui 


Total 


UH ETV Course (63U) 


25 


16 


5 


ii 


2 


52 


Other (Mainland) 
College ETV Course 


12 


10 


7 


• • 


5 


3k 


UH AV Course (5lU) 


i)|)| 


109 


U5 


5i 


S 


35U 


Other (Mainland) 
College AV Course 


11 


19 


ih 


3 


3 


50 


Non-broadcast DOE 
In-service ETV 
Workshop 


66 


U3 


8 


16 


39 


192 


"Teaching with 
Tele'vision" series 


258 


88 


95 


39 


33 


513 


Other ETV Credit 
Workshop 


23 


17 


6 


12 


• • 


58 



Most of the remaining items in this section were open-ended quesUons on 
•the SCOPE form. Table l8 is a compilation of replies to -the questions, 

"How were teachers involved in early ETV planning? How were classroom ETV 
teachers selected?" The responses have been classified in several cate- 
gories in the Table. The interesting conclusion here is that, M 
large, the teachers themselves— either in meetings or by individial requests 
played a large role in selecting which teachers were to use idiich series. 
There was little indication of arbi'trary administrative decisions to 
determine idio could use which series. 
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TABLE 18 



METHOD OP SELEC3TION OF CIASSROCM TEACHERS 
TO PARTICIPATE IN EPV VIEWDC 




Tables 
school 
to ETV 
week. 



? throng 23 pertain to the status of the ETV eooramtor a t ^ 
svel Table W indicates that the median amount of time devoted 
o^^ns bylte coordinator at each school is about Us hours per 



TABLE 19 

AMOUNT OF TIME ETV COORDINATORS DEVOTED 
TO EPV CONCERNS WEEKLY 




o 
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As indicated in Table 20 , however, it was felt that much more time probably 
should be devoted to ETV concerns. The 53 replies in the "I don*t know" 
category may be significant. 



TABLE 20 

AMOUNT OF TIME ETV COORDINATORS IDEALLY SHOULD 
HAVE TO DEVOTE TO ETV CONCERNS 




In answering the specific inquiry, however, 'Would your school be able to 
justify a full-time ETV-AV Coordinator (Educational Media Coordinator;?" 
the overwhelming majority replied affirmatively. This response, indicated 
in Table 21 , was based upon the proposal and subsequent discussion during 
1966-67 for the establishment of a full-time Educational Media Specialist 

at every large school. 



TABLE 21 

REA.CTIONS TO THE PROPOSAL FOR A FULL-TIME EDUCATIONAL 
MEDIA COORDINATOR (SPECIALIST) 



Response 


Honolulu Central Leeward Windward Maui 


Total 


No 

Yes/Full-Time 

Yes/Half-Time 


3 1 . . 1 3 

h2 19 16 20 7 

8 6 . . 2 6 


8 

lOh 

22 


Total Responses 


53 26 16 23 16 


13 h 



The final two tables in this section relate to the present status of the 
schjol ETV coordinator. Table 22 reveals that only seven coordinators 
have released time for their EDV responsibilities with no other assignments. 
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TABLE 22 

STATUS OP ETV COORDINATORS 



Status 


Honolulu 


Central 


Leeward 


VUndward 


Maui 


Total 


No Released Time 
Has Other Duties 


19 




ii 




6 


39 


No Released Time 
No Other Duties 


8 


3 


1 


3 


1 


l6 


Has Released Time 
Has Other Duties 


19 


17 


6 


6 


IS 


63 


Has Released Time 
No Other Duties 


3 


1 


1 


2 


• • 


7 


Total 


h9 


26 


12 


16 


22 


12$ 



In Table 23, an analysis of the additional assignments handled by ETV 
coordinators is outlined. Of the seventy coordinators who reported having 
some released time, several are administrative positions s others handle 
such assignments as off -ratio teacher, grade-level chairman, department 
chairman, etc. 

Close to one-third of the ETV coordinators also serve as AV coordinators. 

An earlier survey— of the teachers who participated in the 1966 N.D.E.A. 
Educational Media Institute at the University of Hawaii— revealed that the 
U3 participants had a total of 131 special assignments in addition to their 
full-time teaching responsibilities. This supports the frequent comment 
ffom ETV coordinators that they cannot find enou^ time to handle adequately 
all of their extra assignments. 



o 



TABLE 23 

OTHER DUTIES ASSIGNED TO ETV COORDINATORS 
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Other Duties 


Coordinators 
With Released 
Time 


Coordinators 
Without 
Released Time 


Total 


Principal 


1 


• • 


1 


Vice-Principal 


12 


• • 


12 

o 


Librarian 


8 


• • 


0 

t 


Off-Ratio Teacher 


h 


• • 


u 

s 


AV Coordinator 


36 


17 


$3 


Grade-Level Chairman 


13 


12 


2 $ 


Department Chaixman 


h 


• • 


h 

ot 


Miscellaneous Committees 


10 


lit 


2h 


J.P.O. Supervisor 


h 


1 




Yard Duty 




13 


28 


Beginning Teachers Supervisor 


1 


• • 


1 


Testing Coordinator 


1 


• • 


1 


Total Assignments (N=125) 


109 


$7 


166 



SECTION IV 

RECEPPION PACIIITIES; STATUS AND FUTURE NEEDS 



This section is concerned with the status of reception faciUAies,a^ 
with future equipment needs. All information was compiled from the first 
paTO of the SCOlf^form. Tables 2h and 25 indicate the num^ of schools 
^Spped with master antenna systems (91) and the nmber ^ 
equii^ only with indoor ("rabbit ears") antenms (56). 
correspond with the ETV Branch records. As wouW be 
heavy concentration of schools equipped with xndoor anterms in ^ 
Hon^ulu District— ^re the ETV signals are the strongest. The other 
districts must rely more heavily upon master antenna systems . 



TABLE 2U 



NUMBER CF SCHOOLS EQUIPPED WITH 
MASTER ANTENNA SYSTEMS 




District 


Honolul' 


•CL Central 


Leeward Windward 


Maui 


Total 


Elementary 
Intermediate 
Hi^ School 


13 

2 

• • 


16 

2 

3 


O CM CM 
CM 


9 

• • . 

3 


72 

8 

11 


Total 


15 


21 


19 2U 


12 


91 




TABLE 25 

number of schools bquipied 

WITH INDOOR ANTENNAS 




District 


Honolulu Central 


Leeward Windward 


Maui 


Total 


Elementary 


27 


k 


1 . . 


8 


ko 

10 


Intermediate 


7 


1 


1 • • 


mim 


6 


Hi^ School 


5 


• 9 


• • • • 


J. 


w 


Total 


39 


5 


2 • • 


10 


56 



In reporting the actizal numbers of individual equipment items in the 
schools, however, there is a slight discrepancy between what the schools 
reported, in Table 26, and what the ETV Branch records indicate. Whereas 
the schools reported a total of 608 receivers furnished by the DOE (ETV 
Branch), actually 632 sets had been distributed to public schools on Oahu 
and Maui. And \Aiere the schools indicated that li;8 receivers had been 
furnished from other sources (purchased through ESEA, Title I, and donated 
from community sources— P.T. A.' s and service organizations), other informa- 
tion has revealed that a total of 193 sets have been jd^ced in schools 
throu^ non-ETV Branch funds. Thus, idiile a total of 756 receivers were 
reported, the actual total is closer to 825 sets. 



TABLE 26 

QUANTITY AND SOURCE OF EQUIFMEMT FURNISHED TO SCHOOLS 



Item of Equipment 


Furnished 
by DOE 


Title I 
Funds 


Other (Out- 
side Sources) 


Total 


Outside Antennas 


120 


• • 


5 


125 


Rooms Wired 


576 


3U 


37 


6kl 


Indoor Antennas 


233 


10 


3U 


277 


Receivers 


608 


59 


89 


756 


Stands 


539 


56 


UO 


635 


Portable Video Recorders 


3 


2 


2 


7 



Table 27 is a rather subjective evaluation of reception quality. It is 
difficult to establish absolute standards _ and criteria by idiich the quality 
of a television signal can be determined by school personnel. However, 
this information is valuable in verifying or contradicting other reports 
of reception quality. The one anticipated finding of these data is that, 
in general, better reception is reported by schools having master antenna 
systems than by those relying upon indoor antennas . Reports of ’’poor” 
and ’’fair” reception quality are being investigated. 

The information reported in Table 28 was an attempt to obtain realistic 
estimates of needs (for receivers and stands) from the schools. The 
first column represents the ’’realistic minimum” number of additional 
receivers that schools would need for 1967-68. Columns 2, 3, and U repre- 
sent the ideal total (not additional) number of receivers and stands that 
schools would like to have by each of the years indicated. 




TABLE 27 

REPORTED QUALITY OF RECEPTION 



ANTENNA SYSTEMS 



District (Channel) 


Excellent 


Very Good 


Good 


Fair 


Poor 


Honolulu 


(11) 


1 


6 


3 


h 


1 


Central 


(U) 


• • 


9 


10 


3 


• 


Leeward 


(11) 


u 


9 


U 


1 


• • 


Windward 


(11) 


1 


5 


u 


1 


1 


Windward 


(10) 


• • 


h 


6 


1 


• • 


Maui 


(11) 


• • 


3 


1 


• • 


• • 


Maui 


(10) 


• • 


U 


3 


• • 


1 


Total 


6 


UO 


31 


10 


3 



INDOOR ANTENNAS 



District (Channel) 


Excellent 


Very Good 


Good 


Fair 


Poor 


Honolulu 


(11) 


2 


12 


12 


12 


• • 


Central 


(n) 


1 


3 


• • 


• • 


• • 


Leeward 


(11) 


• • 


2 


1 


• • 


• • 


Windward 


(u) 


• • 


• • 


• • 


• • 


• • 


Windward 


(10) 


• • 


• • 


• - • 


• • 


• • 


Maui 


(n) 


• • 


1 


• • 


• • 


• • 


Maui 


(10) 


• • 


2 


h 


3 


• • 


Total 


3 


20 


17 


15 


0 



o 

^ERIC. 



m 




Ik 



ittiMiiiiiliMiili 






TABLE 28 

PROJECTjBD NEEDS; REQUESTED RECEIVERS AND STANDS 



25 



District 


Realistic Request 
for 1967-68 


Ideal Total 
for 1967-68ifr 


Ideal Total 
for 1968-69**- 


Ideal Total 
by 1971-72» 


Honolulu 


318 


771 


1,055 


1,518 


Central 


155 


361 


U82 


682 


Leeward 


121 


277 


361 


553 


Windward 


iSU 


365 


558 


832 


Maui 


8U 


209 


298 


38U 


Total 


832 


1,983 


2,75U 


3,969 



*These "totals" include the present receivers located in schools. 







SECTION V 

misceuaneous concerns and other items 



The section of this SCOPE report is an att^pt to categorize 

responses to the last series of inquiries covered (Questi<m M on the 
SCOPE interviewer questionnaire). As ’ 

it is difficult to group replies in an H^y , 

the f o 1 i>>«rin e six tables do represent an attempt to tabulate the various 

r6spons6s into logical categoriGs# 

The greatest value of this final sertion of toe 

in the assistance the individual school replies ^ovide toe OT sta^ 
answering particular concerns and problems voiced by each school. Each 
school reply is being examined separately by the EPV staff in order to 
respond to these individual school concerns. 

The following tables are included just to present an overview of toe kinds 
of concerns expressed by the schools. 



TABLE 29 

REACTIONS TO COMMUNICATIONS CONCERNS 



Category of Response 


Honolulu 


Central 


Leeward 


Windward 


Maui 


Total 


No Problems 


22 


9 


9 




13 


68 


Too SlowAoo Late 


16 


10 


5 


h 


k 


39 


Too Many Memos Ptom 
DOE in General 


6 


3 


• • 


3 


• • 


12 


Need More Meetings 


• • 


2 


• • 


• • 


1 


3 




The final two tables (33 and 3h) represent some 
previous questions and other areas of concern, 
guide distribution, facilities shortages, etc. 



duplication of response with 
e.g., programming comments. 



As stated in the Introduction, the material Presentee’, in this report is 
iL-^ ju^ “compilation of toe raw data collected in toe SO^su^y. 
Majy more sofiiistioated comparisons and ana^es cm be 
fieures. However, this material may be used as a fairly reliable pict^ 
of^e status of the ETV project— althou^ not 100 percent accurate. ^ 
this material will serve as a substantial base for evaluation and future 
planning of the ETV project. 
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TABLE 30 



REACTIONS TO SCHOOI/DISTRICT/STATB RELATIONS 



Category of Response 


HonolTilu 


Central 


LejwaiTd 


Windward 


Maui 


Total 


No Problems 


25 


Ih 


8 


13 


Ik 


7U 


Intra-District 

Complaints 


h 


5 


1 


• • 


• • 


10 


Problems with Guide 
Distribution 


• • 


2 


2 


• • 


1 


5 


Lack of Overall 
Relations 


1 


2 


• • 


• • 


• • 


3 



TABLE 31 

OVERALL TEACHER REACTIONS TO ETV 



Category of Response 


Honolulu 


Central 


Leeward 


Windward 


Maui 


Total 


Favorable/Positive 


la 


22 


12 


20 


20 


115 


No Interest^ 
No Response 


2 


2 


2 


3 


• • 


9 


Negative 


• • 


1 


2 


• • 


• • 


3 



TABLE 32 

OVERALL PAREMT/COMMUNITY REACTIONS TO ETV 



Category of Response 


Honolulu 


Central 


Leewazxl 


Windward 


Maui 


Total 


Positive/Interested 


18 


10 


6 


13 


8 


55 


NeutraV^o Indication 


15 


9 


h 


8 


12 


U8 


FFA Concerned About 
Lack of Reception 
Facilities 


2 


h 


2 


1 


• • 


9 
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TABLE 33 



REACTIONS TO ETV SCKEDOUNG PROBLEMS 



Category* of Response 


Honolulu 


Central 


Leeward 


Windward 


Maui 


Total 


More Receivers and 
Outlets are Needed 


19 


1 


h 


7 


7 


39 


Several R^oblems Noted 
Conflicts were Serious 


10 




1 


7 


7 


30 


More Programming Should 
be Scheduled in After- 
noon 


7 


2 


2 


2 


• • 


13 


Problems with Delay in 
Receiving Guides 


k 


3 


k 


• • 


• • 


11 


Managed to Work Out 
Satisfactory School 
Schedule 


3 


2 


1 


1 


1 


8 


Recess and Lunch 
Periods Should be 
Standardized 


k 


1 


2 


• • 


1 


8 



TABIX 3U 



OTHER REACTIONS AND AREAS OP CONCERN 

% '■ 



Category of Response 


Honolulu 


Central 


Leeward 


Windward 


Maul 


Total 


Programming Comments 
and Critiques 


13 


10 


5 


1 


1 


30 


Need More Reception 
Facilities 


8 


1 


5 


k 


1 


19 


Delays in Guides 


3 


2 


3 


3 


6 


17 


In-Service Program- 
ming Comments 




2 


3 


• • 


3 


13 


Intra-School R?ob- 
lems: Viewing Con- 
ditions; Moving 
Receivers 


k 


u 


• • 


1 


2 


11 


Need More Infonna- 
tlon Generany 


2 


• • 


3 


1 


1 


7 


Need More Meetings^ 
Workshops 


1 


2 


1 


1 


1 


6 


Need to Develop CCTV 


1 


• • 


1 


2 


2 


6 


Repairs and Mainte- 
nance Problems 


2 


• • 


1 


1 


1 




Transmitter Problems 


• • 


• • 


• • 


2 


3 




”EPV is Pushing Too 
Hard»» 


• • 


• • 


• • 


• • 


1 


1 



APPENDIX 



SAMPLE OF THE 

S>C-0>P-£ INTERVIEHKR QUESTIONNAIRE 
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HANAII DEPAMMENT OP EDtJGATrON— ETV PROJECT SCOPE (IKTERVIBMBR QDBSTIOIINAIRB) 



SCHOOL: 



PHONE: 



DATE: 



nHSTRICT: 



PRINCIPAL: 



ETV COORIENATOR:, 
AY COORniNATOR: 



1966-67 ENROLMENT: 
TEACHING STAFF: 



NUMBER OF ROOMS: 



A. PRESENT INSTALLAHON: 
1. Antenna system 



Indoor antennas [J 



id source of equipment: 


DOE 


Title I 


Other 


Total 


Hist, amplifiers 










Rooms wired 










Rabbit ears 










Receivers 










Stands 










rOTT^DXe ¥ 1 X 18 

other { ) 












B. REC EPTION; 

1. Channel 11 



EODIFHENT NEEDS: 


Needed 
This Tear 
1966-67 


Realistic 
1967-68 
(avg of 7) 


Ideally 

in 

1967-68 


Ideally 

in 

1968-69 


Ultimately 
(5 years) 


1. Receivers 
(A: stands) 












2e Rocros wired 












3* Rabbit ears^ 












li. Other ( ) 





















'■ : 









PROJECT SCOPE 



D. ITV SERIBS IN USE; 

1* Ixkllcate numbeop of classes on M-W and on T-Th schedules* 



2. Indicate grade levels in parentheses. 



SCHEDULE 



Mon-Wed. 



M 



Tue-lhur. 



M 



Tauang 'iilroe 
All AhoutTou 



•ginging. Ifsiening, Doing 
Uoiflerfui worid of science 



Ka Lima fiaSA 



Parlons ^ancais 



Strings and iHngs 
&waii: Today and xester^ 
Aroerlcans All 
Hana No*eau 



S pace Age Science 
EranlQin to KfosTb 



E. UrmZATION PATTERNS: 

1. Total classes x series (i.e., total responses to D)^ 

2. Number of classes in each viewing situation: 



Regular classroom 
Doubled into classrocm 
Expanded large-group classroom 
Other viewing classroom (single class) 
Cafetorium (single class) 

Cafetorium (multiple classes) 

AV room jingle class) 

AV room (multiple classes) 

Other ( ) 



o 

ERIC 



Coomnents: 



PROJECT SCOPE 



Page 3 



[mu EVAUIAIION: 


Excellent 


7ery Good 


Good 


Fair 


Poor 


Talking Time 












All Abou^ You 












isinging^ Listening, Doing 












wonderrul World of Science 












Farions francais 












strings and :i!hings 












Hoiraii: ^oday ano Yesterday 












Hana Roseau 












space Age science 












FranKun to JfTost 













CGnments: 



IDES: 


Guides 

on 

Hand 


Additional 
Needed 
This Year 


Total 

Needed 

1967-68 


^king inme 








IITTEouFSou 








singing. Listening, Doing 








Wonaerful World^ of Science 








Ka lima ^lana 








Marlons fTancais 








firings and Things 








!!aMaii: l^oday ana Yesterday 








inericans All 








UCana No'eau 








Space Age Science 








franklin to Frost 






* 



H. IN-SGHOOL PRD(»AMHING NEEDS: 

Subject areas (and grade levels) of needs for In-school programming (by priority): 



^ERIC, 

[^EiPSI&aSiiS . 











PROJECT SCOPE 



Page U 



1. IN-SERVICE PHOCaiAMMING: 



Number of 
Vleiiers 



Number 

for 

Credit 



INITIAL REACTH)»3 



^ery 
Valuable 



Some 

Value 



liilla 

Value 




1. Have you ueecl ”Guldelinee" during faculty meetingCe)? les ^ No ^7 
2* Do you plan to use **Guidelinee’* in the future? Tee / f Maybe No ^27 
Comments s 



J. IN-SERVICE PROGRAMMING NEEDS: 

Areas of needs for in-service programming (list by priority): 



I 

t 

[ 

i 

r 



i 



X. TEACHER PREPARATION 

1. Hoir many teachers are using television? 

2. Hbw maxy of these have used television previously? 

3. How many of those using ITV have had media utilisation training? 

G-H BTV course (e.g., 63U) 

Other (Mainland) college ETV course 

G-H AV course (e*g., 5?it) 
other (Mainland) college AV course 
~~ Convexxtional (non-broadcast) D-E in-service BTV workshop 
with Television” series over ETV 
~ Other ETV credit workshops ( ) 



o 






PRO^T SCOPE 



Page S 



L. SCHOOL COORDINATION: 

1. How were teachwo involved in early EtV planning? HOw were cUaorooai HW 
teachers selected? 



2. Title spent on ETV concerns by ETV Coordinator: 
(a) Currentl y (^) Ideally^ 



3. Status of ETV Coordinator: 

(a) Releasod time? (b) Other duties: 

k. Would your school be able to justify a full-tine BTV-AV Coordinator 
(Educational Media Coordinator)? 




Me KISCELIiANBOUS AREAS OF CONCERN: 

1. Channels of communication 

2e School/District/State ETV relations 

3. OTsrall teacher reaction to ETV 

U. Parent/comraunity reactions 

Scheduling problems 

6. Other 



o 

FRir 




